T e

P aht

Central Intelligence Agency
Inspector General

GUATEMALA: 1984-1995

ALLEGED HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSES
CONCERNING SELECTED U.S. PERSONS AND MYRNA MACK

(95-0152-1G)

September 15, 1995

Frederick P. Hitz
Inspector General

-y

. A r'!-?
A.R. Cinguegrana :Z}i"%}.ﬁ.r
Deputy Inspector General R

for Investigations

All portio

ns are
classified S)Q(ET.

i 3
- : waan R
wreisd gtk 194/

Tate =77
-




This page(s) was missing from the original

Page_/_‘ v/




—

THE ALLEGED ABDUCTION AND ABUSE OF SISTER DIANNA ORTIZ

66. Dianna Ortiz resided in Guatemala for two years while
teaching indigenous children in Huehuetenango. ‘On November 1,
1989, she traveled to Antigua to attend a religious retreat at the
Posada Belen. According to Ortiz, while in the back yard of the
Posada Belen on November 2,1989, two men, one brandishing a hand
grenade, kidnapped and forced her to accompany them by bus to
Mixco. There they were met by two men in a police car. She was
forced into the police car and driven toa building where she
allegedly was tortured. She was then thrown into a pit with other
torture victims, some already dead. During a subsequent torture
episode, an individual by the name of Alejandrs appeared on the
scene and ordered that Ortiz be released because she was an
American. While being transported to someone Alejandro said was a
"friend of the American Embassy," she escaped from the vehicle,
obtained money from a female passerby, and took a public-bus to a
travel agency. She then contacted the Maryknoll priests who came
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for her. Ortiz visited the Papal Nuncio and departed Guatemala for
the U.S. on November 4,1989.

67. The Station and Embassy reported on the Ortiz case from =
November 1989 until May 1995. Despite much U.S. and Guatemalan
Government interest over the years, the case remains unsolved. As
early as November 1989, the Embassy reported that Ortiz's
statements regarding the incident were inconsistent and
contradictory. She was criticized for being uncooperative with
Guatemalan authorities, and this hampered the investigation of her
alleged kidnapping. In 1990, the Guatemalan Government concluded
that the reported kidnapping of Ortiz was fabricated. At that time,
the Embassy was not optimistic about a resolution of the case and
determined that the case was inconclusive.

o8 In 1991, Ortiz's attomey fled suit in the US. against former  { L)1)
Minister of Defense General Hector Alejandro Gramajo Morales. ( IC))( 3
: DT S e Y WA v, - } g
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Overnment reopened the investigation in 1991 based on pressure
from the U.S., but Ortiz continued to be uncooperative and
unresponsive to questioning. Her visits to Guatemala in 1991 and
1992 to re-enact the kidnapping were unsuccessful because Ortiz
provided little information to assist in the investigation. Her
allegations about the kidnapping, rape and torture continued to be

vague.
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69. In 1992, a U.S. special investigator and a U.S. special |
prosecutor independently reached the conclusion that inconsistencies
in Ortiz's statements made it impossible to determine who may have
committed the acts against her. Both also indicated doubt regarding
Ortiz's version of events. Ortiz returned to Guatemala-again in 1993
and identified 10 police officers who resembled her captors. The
Guatemalan Government pursued the leads in an investigation but
was unable to make a positive identification of the abductors.

43

SgoweT




st

70. Ortiz visited Guatemala twice in 1994, However, the
investigation did not progress because of a lack of new information.
In 1995 a federal judge in Massachusetts decided in favor of Ortiz
and others in their law suit against General Gramajo. The decision
was based on the grounds that, as Minister of Defense at the time of
the Ortiz kidnapping, he authorized the torture. S47.5 million.was
awarded to Ortiz and eight Guatemalans residing in the U.S. who
alleged human rights violations by the Guatemalans. As of May
1995, no payment had actually béen made to any of the plaintiffs.

CIA Reporting

71. The Ortiz matter was handled primarily by the Embassy's
American Citizen Services Section. CIA reporting on the case
consisted of six Station Reports and four Intelligence Reports. With
one exception, information originated by CIA refutes Ortiz's claim
that she was kidnapped, raped and tortured by Guatemalan
Government officials. The only report that substantiates Ortiz's claim
is a draft cable, dated October 15,1991, that was found in Station
files. : '

72. November 7, 1989 Station Report. The COS met with the
Minister of Defense on November 4, 1989. The Minister of Defense
noted that the police had requested and been denied an interview
with Ortiz. Therefore, a judicial order had been obtained so that
Ortiz would be forced to speak to them. The Minister of Defense said
that the U.S. could not have it both ways by complaining that the
Guatemalan Government does not follow legal precepts and then,
when it does, ask that it not do so. The COS agreed, but noted that
the religious personnel involved in the case had better access to the
U.S. press than did the Guatemalan Government. To pursue the
matter in Guatemala would lead to even more unfavorable publicity.
The Minister of Defense recommended that the COS speak to the
Chief of Police, who agreed to let the matter pass.
) 73. October 15, 1991 Draft Station Cable. According to this
" draft Station cable, R B

RSN NBER | - orted that Ortiz had been in cotct with
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leftist guerrillas and this led to her arrest. He said that Ortiz was in
fact kidnapped as she claimed, probably by the 5-2 offxce of ‘vhhtary
Zone 302, with headquarters in Chimaltenango. RN R AR R

' )
opmed that Ortiz was probab y not raped or otherwxse m1streated as ~‘$ )( )

she claimed, since women were not usually sexually molested and
her captors would have killed her had she been subjected to physical
mistreatment. Women were sometimes drugged and then released,
leavmg them dlsonented and unable to recaU what happened to

' ® have been the case

details about Ortiz, he wa clar in statmo that she, in fact was
kidnapped.

74. This draft cable contained additional informaton about
alleged human rights violations in Guatemala. There is no indication
the cable was ever forwarded to Headquarters.

75. December 20, 1991 Intelligence Report. ity
that Guatemalan President Serrano dismissed former

Minister of Defense General Luis Enrique Mendoza Garcia due to
Mendoza's continued blocking of the investigations of several human
rights cases, including the assault on Ortiz. Serrano hoped that
Mendoza's dismissal eventually would help alleviate international
pressure on Guatemala regarding the military and human rights
issues.

76. The Staton sent the information to Headquarters on
December 20, 1991 and it was disseminated e s R R S
on December 21, 1991 to: :

U.S. Embassy, Guatemala;
NSA;

DIA,

Treasury;
White House Situation Room; and

USCINCSO.
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77. April 9,1992 Headquarters Cable, Headquarters requested

that the Station provide an assessment of the Ortiz story and any
Information the Station may have regarding the incident.

78. April 10,1992 Station Report. This report noted that the
Station was not involved in Ortiz's current visit to Guatemala. Plans
to reconstruct the alleged abduction, torture and rape were aborted
because Ortiz became ill. She was scheduled to depart Guatemala on
April 10. The Embassy individual with the most knowledge of the
case was the political officer who handled the initial report of the
incident and the Embassy follow-up. The case was being handled

Station report contained the political officer's summary of the case,
and included information provided by PR : -
were directly involved in the Guatemalan Government's
Investigation of the case.

: £ : . and
extensive investigation was undertaken to attempt to identify the
police officers allegedly involved in the kidnapping. B RN

o
o

LER » 3 el no evidence was found to support
the story told by Ortiz. Upon completion of the investgation, the
investigators were convinced that Ortiz invented the story and that
senuor officials of the Roman Catholic hierarchy in Guatemala
collaborated in turning the alleged incident into a political cause.

ST




81. The Station report commented that neither the Station nor
the Embassy found Ortiz's story credible. There were too many
contradictions of fact, refusals to cooperate with law enforcement

Investigators, and convenient fainting spells when direct questions
were asked about events. '

82. This Station report contained no reference to the
information confirming Ortiz's story contained in the October 15,
1991 draft Station cable prepared by Station

i

s

claimed that, two days before Ortiz left her post in Huehuetenango in
late October 1989, two guerrillas were captured near San Miguel
Acatan. The two guerrillas had only one carbine and one round of
ammunition between them. They were transported to the military
zone in Huehuetenango and interrogated. They told military
authorities that they had not eaten in three days and that they were
waiting for Ortiz to bring them food and ammunition. No other
information was provided in the Station report.

B g
e s .~ O

S J cast further doubt on Ortiz's tory. X
said the former site of the Guatemalan Military Academy could not
possibly have been the location, as alleged by Ortiz, where she was
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detained and physically and sexually assaulted by members of an
unidentified Guatemalan Government security force.

8>. CENENGEIIRY oxplained that the Guatemalan Military e
Academy was the location of the D-2 of the Guatemalan Armed
Forces General Staff from 1982 until early 1985 when the D-2 moved
out of the building and the site was turned over to the D-5S (Civil-

Military Affairs) of the General Staff. &I EETIREIENNEN s 2id that the é

D-2 had detention cells located in'a converted laundry at the ( )(\)
Academy, but that these detention cells were dismantled in early (k)( 2)
1985 when the D-2 moved out of the building. Furthermore,

RS T s2id that there had not been either an intelligence
service or any facility for holding persons at the Academy since then.

P e
SRSLIEY T opre ~ -
AT -4 I pted

v g

86. R speculated that Ortiz may have been
shown the site by persons interested in assisting her in fortifying her
case against the Guatemalan Government and who would have
known the site was formerly associated with government security
forces. The Station sent this information to Headquarters on
February 16 and it was disseminated $ R i
February 17, 1994 to:

A

S AT W

temala;

AL ..

State, INR
DIA

Intelligence units of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps,
and Air Force;

Treasury Department;

White House Situation Room;

DOE; and

USCINCSO.
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commented that a forelgn
B during one of Ortiz's
explained that the

5 g that he leamed from
URNG sources that the Ortiz story had been fabricated by the URNG
and that it was intended to force an end tomfundmg of
Guatemalan security services. &% Akl >2id that he could not
recall the name or nationality of the foreign }ournahst or recall when
or where the meeting between the journalist and EREe =

EESE took place.

88. A Staion comment noted that three separate events
surrounding the Ortiz case made her story appear questionable.
First, Ortiz claimed that the site where she was held and tortured in
1989 was the old Military Academy that the D-2 moved out of in
1985, reportedly completely dismantling the holding fadility. Second,
Ortiz submitted to the Guatemalan courts an affidavit from a U.S.
medical doctor attesting that the doctor had seen the alleged scars
from cigarette burns on Ortiz's back. However, Ortiz refused to
permit a Guatemalan court-appointed doctor to verify the scars.
Third, Ortiz claimed, that during her torture, a Caucasian North
American male identified as “Alejandro" by her kidnappers visited
the site and spoke with her. Ortiz claimed that this same male took
custody of her and told her that he would drive her to see a "friend of
the North American Embassy." According to the Station, this portion
of Ortiz's statement appeared to be an attempt to force the concliusion
that Ortiz was kidnapped and tortured by a Guatemalan security
service with which §32¥5I had a liaison CEEaNRoER and thatEEEE
liaison officer must have been aware of her kldnappmc and torture.
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claimed by the URNG and its supporters e e
captured guerrillas were held at military zone headquarters and at
D-2 facilities, but that calling these "clandestine prisons” appeared to
be an intentional exaggeration and n;usrepresentanon on the part of
the URNG. The holdmg cells located in the old Military Academy,
where the D-2 was formerly housed, were used to hold persons while
the D-2 debriefed them. The D-2 completely dismantled the cells
when the D-2 relocated from that site.

90. A Station comment included in Lhe Report stated that
Ortiz's claim that she was held and tortured at the site of the old
Military Academy was viewed as proof by the Guatemalans that
Ortiz fabricated her claim to have been kidnapped and tortured. The
Guatemalans believed she must have been told what to say by the
URNG or its supporters.

91. This information was sent to Headquarters on
November 11, 1994 and was disseminated €&
on November 11, 1994 to:

NSA;

State, IINR; .

ate )

Intelligence units of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, ( L)( 3)
and Air Force;

Treasury Department;
White House Situation Room; and
USCINCSO.




"~ Although there was no suggestion that

92. December g81994 Station Report. Ambassador McA fee

contacted COS &5

W3 and said that she had received a call

from a State Guatemalan desk officer who had been contacted by
Ortiz. Ortiz inquired about an alleged "Media Management Course"

sponsored G
Report.” (ES3Ptold McA fee that this
With The Media" course given GRS
November 14 and 15,1994 as an

in Guatemala as reported in the "Central America

was obabl the "Relations
S el On

extension of the Incident

Management Seminar, § S 25 Eroviding this special follow-

Up course at the request of Guatemalan
training to a broad segment of Guatema]
context of Incident Management.

The course provided
an officials within the

Ortiz or the others, he was sued on the g
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Defense at the lime, he had authorized the torture f

conducted a search of Stahon ﬁles for draft cable trafﬁc related to

human rights cases that the StaHon ma not have forwarded to
Headquarters According to'§ i

no cables that had not been forwarded to Headquarters

contained
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97. CIA records contained 83 reports dealing with Ortiz. These
included FBIS reporting, Embassy telegrams and Defense Attaché ~— ~-..
Reports. They are summarized as follows:

Other Reporting

+ November 3, 1989 FBIS Report. According to the
I press, Guatemalan Archbishop Prospero Penados
del Barrio reported the kidnapp'mg of Dianna
‘ Ortiz, a 20 year old nun from Colorado. Ortiz was
reported kidnapped on November 2, 1989 in
. Antigua, Guatemala, where she was attending a
_1 seminar with other nuns.

+ November 4, 1989 Embassy Telegram. ,
Ambassador Stroock reported Ortiz was taken to
the home of the Papal Nundo. Stroock visited the
home and noted Ortiz had large bruises/scrapes
on her left cheek. According to the Nuncio, she

N also had bumns on her back. Stroock noted that

" Ortiz looked traumatized.

 Jovemoer s 1959 UGS L))
reported that Archbishop

, Prospero Penados del Barrio announced the
B kidnapping of Dianna Ortiz on November 3, 1989.

+ November 6, 1989 Embassy Telegram. Stroock
reported he made another attempt to visit Ortiz on
November 4 but was not allowed to see her.

+ November 6, 1989 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy suggested press guidance for the State
Department based on available details regarding
what happened to Ortiz. The guidance stated that
Ortiz appeared to have been physically mistreated.
T However, she declined to provide details.
Embassy officers attempted to meet with her on
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four occasions to learn what had happened, but

were unsuccessful.

November 7, 1989 Embassy Telegram. Because of e
interest in a separate kidnapping in Mexico, the

Guatemala City Embassy provided details to the

U.S. Embassy in Mexico regarding Oritz's

kidnapping, release and departure from

Guatemala.

November 8, 1989 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy reported that the story released by the
Archbishop swrounding the alleged
disappearance and subsequent reappearance of
Ortiz contradicted in important ways the story
initially told to the Ambassador and Embassy
officers. The Embassy noted that Ortiz's refusal to
speak to U.S. representatives, either in Guatemala
or the U.S,, and the insistence on maximum
publicity by those around her, led the Embassy to
" question the motives and timing behind the story.
Stroock urged a full investigation by appropriate
U.S. law enforcement agencies.

November 8, 1989 FBIS Report. According to the
Guatemalan press, the Guatemalan Government
denied the existence of the “secret jails" denounced
by Ortiz. The press reported that Ortiz was
kidnapped, raped, tortured, and held by three men
for 24 hours.

November 16, 1989 FBIS Report. According to the
Guatemalan press, former Guatemalan Interior
Minister Valle described Ortiz's account of her
kidnapping as "surprising and incredible.” Valle
noted that, if state security forces were responsible
for the crime, they would never have used a public
bus to transport the nun from Antigua to Mixco, as

p
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she claimed. He also criticized Ortiz's failure to
provide Guatemnalan authorities with information
so that they could investigate the incident.

e
~Tnzvr e

+ November 16, 1989 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy reported on continued Guatemalan
Government, church and local press reaction to

l Ortiz's kidnapping and torture story. On -

November 9, Guatemalan President Cerezo said he
\ ' doubted Ortiz's story. On the same day, an Army

captain in the Presidential Guard charged with
investigating Ortiz's case said he was at a dead

end. The Papal Nundo told Stroock for the first

time that Ortiz was visited and treated by a doctor

before she left Guatemala.

-

+ November 20, 1989 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy reported that the Guatemalan Mutual
Support Group had linked the United States with
the kidnapping of Ortiz. The link was based on
Ortiz's testimony that one of her alleged
kidnappers mentioned "a friend in the U.S.

Embassy."
1 + November 27, 1989 Embassy Telegram. The
. Embassy received a copy of the police
'} investigation report of the alleged torture and

kidnapping of Ortiz. The report, according to the
l . Embassy, stated that all the bus drivers who drove

on the Antigua-Mixco route were interviewed but
none of them remembered any woman matching
Ortiz's description boarding the bus.

[ SO

"j " 4 December1, 1989 Embassy Telegram. Stroock
met with two American Maryknoll priests to
attempt to overcome religious community

] Sl suspicion and antipathy toward the U.S. Embassy.
] Both priests recounted numerous past atrocities
]
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against villagers and priests that they attributed to
the Guatemalan Army. Neither priest accepted the
general proposition that the human rights
situation had improved under a civilian
government.

+ December 19, 1989 State Telegram. State
Department issued its Central American update
for November and noted that the Ortiz case had

- created a furor among religious and human rights
groups in the U.S. It noted that the case may lead
to renewed attempts in Congress to restrict
assistance to Guatemala.

+ January 12,1990 FBI Report. The FBI reported to
CIA, Doj, State, Panama City, and two FBI field
offices on the kidnapping of Ortiz. The FBI report
provided no new information.

+ January 26, 1990 Embassy Telegram. The
" Embassy reported that the investigation of the
alleged kidnapping of Ortiz was stalled in an
Antigua court. The presiding judge had prepared
letters requesting that the appropriate U.S.
authorities take a sworn statement from Ortiz and
require that she undergo a physical examination.

+ February 1, 1990 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy reported that a Guatemalan
dermatologist told Embassy officers that he had
examined Ortiz on November 3, 1989 and treated
her for minor facial lacerations and burns on her
back. The dermatolagist stated that there could
have been as many as 100 lesions or burns on her
back. He explained that there were no follow-up
visits because Ortiz left Guatemala for the U.S. the
S next day. ”
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-+ February 3, 1990 State Telegram. The State

Department issued its final version of the 1989

Human Rights Report for Guatemala. The report
mentioned that the alleged torture case of Dianna =
Ortiz was under investigation. It also noted that |
the Guatemalan Government opened an ~

.investigation into the case and requested

additional information from Ortiz. However,
Ortiz did not accedé to the request and the
perpetrators remained unidentified.

March 12, 1990 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy
reported that Guatemalan Minister of Interior
Carlos Morales Villatoro told reporters at a press
conference that he believed the Ortiz incident was
a "self-kidnapping.” Morales criticized Ortiz and
another recent kidnap victim for fleeing
Guatemala without presenting their cases before
the appropriate authorities. The Embassy
commented that Morales expressed the conception
held by many Guatemalans that Ortiz fabricated
the entire incdent.

March 15, 1990 Embassy Telegram. The
Guatemalan National Police provided a booklet to
the Embassy entitled " Report on Investigations of
Human Rights Related Cases in Guatemala:
January 1989-February 1990." The Embassy
commented that the booklet's discussion of the
Ortiz case provided information already known,
with the exception of the claim that a psychiatrist
had asked Ortiz to go to the retreat in Antigua.
This claim, according to the Embassy, was .
consistent with public statements by Morales that
there were "certain aspects of Ortiz's life that he
does not wish to make public.”

SE}(ET
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+ March 15,1990 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy
reported that Minister of Interior Morales and the
police concluded that the reported kidnapping of
Ortiz was a fake. It also stated that one of the local =
newspapers carried a paid advertisement from the
conference of religious persons of Guatemala that _
disputed Morales's statement that Ortiz did not tell
the truth.

+ April 3,1990 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy
reported that Ortiz's attorney, Paul Soreff, told
Stroock that he would write a letter to the public
stating that neither he nor Ortiz accuses any
employee of the U.S. Embassy of partidpating in
her abduction and torture. The Embassy
commented that it was not optimistic about a
definitive resolution of Ortiz's case. Ortiz's
physical and emotional states were said to be too
fragile to allow her to be interviewed by anyone

_ other than her closest colleagues.

+ April 6,1990 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy
reported that Ortiz's attorney Soreff told Minister
Morales that he was outraged by statements that
Ortiz was involved in a "self—kidnapping."

Morales told Soreff that as far as he was concerned
the investigation was over and that it was a “self-
kidnapping." Morales stated that the burden was
now on Ortiz to make her case.

+ April 30,1990 Embassy Telegram. According to
the Embassy, Soreff told Stroock that Guatemalan
President Cerezo agreed to appoint a Special,
Commission to examine the Ortiz case. Soreff and
other members of a delegation visiting Guatemala
to discuss the Ortiz case accused the Embassy of

-bias and of spreading misinformation about Ortiz.
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+ May 31,1990 State Telegram. The State

Department reported that Soreff met with State

officials in Washington and requested that they

press for the establishment of a Guatemalan e
Special Commission to investigate the Ortiz case.

Soreff requested a letter be sent to President

Cerezo indicating the U.S. considered resolution of

the Ortiz case to be important.

+ June 14,1990 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy

reported that President Cerezo told Stroock that he
believed the Special Commission should
investigate and resolve the Ortiz case.

September 27, 1990 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy's 1990 Country Human Rights Report
stated that no progress was made in the Ortiz case.
It reported that a police investigation and official
statements cast doubt on Ortiz's dlaim that she was
abducted and tortured by security forces. The
Report noted that, despite many requests, Ortiz
had not provided further information to
Guatemalan or U.S. officials, and the case
remained open with a lack of information
hampering a serious investigation.

November 23, 1990 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy reported that it opposed a representative
of the State Department in Washington meeting
with Ortiz. It stressed that such a meeting was a
“lawyer's stunt” meant to blunt criticism of Ortiz's
year long refusal to talk to FBI investigators.

December 6, 1990 Embassy Telegram. Soreff told
Stroock that he wanted the commission to look
into the Ortiz case to be formed and operating as
President Cerezo had promised. Soreff told

‘Stroock that Cerezo refused to meet with him.

“s9
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According to Ursuline head Sister, Francis
Wilhem, Ortiz began to remember more details
about her alleged kidnapping and torture. Ortiz,
according to Wilhem, said that she now
remembers that she was repeatedly raped, that rats
were dropped on her, and that wine was poured
on the cigarette burns on her back and dogs were
brought in to lick the wine off. The Embassy
commented that the Ortiz case is Inconclusive and
will remain so until she is willing to come forward
and answer questions.

December 12, 1990 Embassy Telegram.
According to the Embassy, Sister Wilhelm issued a
press release that stated that the Guatemalan
military and police were responsible for the
kidnapping and torture of Dianna Ortiz. Asa
result, they chose not to do a thorough
investigation of this case, instead calling her
disappearance a “self-kidnapping."

December 17, 1990 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy reported that the Ortiz case was being
given extensive local publicity and was a subject in
local electoral politics.

December 20, 1990 Press Report. The local
Guatemalan press reported that President Cerezo
made a formal commitment to a group of U.S.
legislators to allow Ortiz to take part in the
Investigation to ascertain who kidnapped and
raped her.

February 13, 1991 Embassy Telegram. A
delegation representing Ortiz concluded its visit to
Guatemala. The group issued a statement asking
that a Guatemalan Presidential Commission meet
before the end of February, or the Ortiz case would
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be referred to international public opinion and the
world press.

May 7,1991 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy’s
Apri 1991 Human Rights Summary for Guatemala
noted that Guatemalan President Serrano, despite
earlier promises, announced he would not form a
commission to investigate Ortiz's allegations.

June 21,1991 Embassy Telegram. The 'Embassy
reported that it polled every U.S. and foreign
service national employee at the mission and did
not find anyone who matched the description of
“Alejandro” that had been provided by Ortiz.

July 5,1991 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy
issued a standard reply letter to be used regarding
the Ortiz case. The letter provided details on
Ortiz and the Embassy's involvement in the case.

July 20,1991 State Telegram. State Department
transmitted guidance on responding to Spedal
Investigator Carl West's request to discuss the
Ortiz case with Embassy officers. The Department
requested that the Embassy contact Ortiz's
attorney and ask West to submit his request in
writing. :

August1, 1991 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy
reported that a religious legal delegation told
Stroock that the Guatemalan Government was
now serious about investigating Ortiz's case.
Members of the delegation noted that Ortiz's suit
against former Defense Minister General Gramajo
was the result of Gramajo's continuing allegation
that Ortiz's ordeal was the result of a lesbian affair
gone bad. '
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August 6, 1991 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy

issued its Human Rights Report for July 1991

stating that a recent delegation led by Soreff was

pleased with President Serrano’s decision to name o
a special investigator and prosecutor to examine

Ortiz's case. N

August 13,1991 FBIS Report. On July 21, the
Guatemalan press reported that former
Guatemalan President Cerezo said that he was
aware of security forces involvement in the
abduction and torture of Ortiz. However, the
Embassy reported that when the Deputy Chief of
Mission spoke with Cerezo, he denied that he ever
said such a thing. '

October 17, 1991 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy reported that Ortiz refused to meet with
Special Investigator West—who was investigating
Ortiz's case on behalf of the Guatemalan
Government.

October 21, 1991 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy reported in its FY 1991 Human Rights
Report that the Guatemalan Attorney General
appointed a special prosecutor and an investigator
to examine the Ortiz case.

November 22, 1991 Embassy Telegram. The

Embassy reported that retired General Gramajo z
called the suit filed by the Center for

Constitutional Rights a political maneuver and

stated that "nobody believes the Ortiz story.",

December 6, 1991 Embassy Telegram.
Guatemalan Special Prosecutor Linares explained
to Stroock that he would not travel to Kentucky to
interview Ortiz because he felt uneasy about the
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terms of the interview. He noted that he urged
Deputy Ombudsman Morales de Sierra to go
Instead.

December 6, 1991 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy forwarded a copy of a memorandum -«
from Deputy Ombudsman Morales de Sierra to
Ombudsman De Leon describing Morales's
attempt to interview Ortiz in Kentucky. Ortiz,
according to the memorandum, was not
cooperative and would not respond to questions.

December 31, 1991 Embassy Telegram. Unknown
assailants fired several shots at the home of the
Deputy Human Rights Ombudsman who was
working on the Ortiz case.

January 3, 1992 State Telegram. State's final
version of the FY 1991 Human Rights Report for
Guatemala mentioned the Ortiz case asoneof a
number of human rights cases that remained
unsolved.

January 7, 1992 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy
reported that Human Rights Ombudsman De Leon
Saw some improvement in Guatemala's overal]
human rights situation. De Leon stated he
believed the Archbishop had gone beyond the
evidence in his statements about Ortiz,

February 7, 1992 Embassy Telegram. Stroock
reported on plans for an Ortiz visit to Guatemala.

February 21, 1992 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy reported on Ortiz's upcoming visit to
Guatemala and her availability for an investigative
interview. Special Prosecutor Linares called for a
complete investigation into Ortiz's case and stated
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that her judicial statements were essential to
clarify inconsistencies in the facts.

March 24,1992 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy T
reported on Stroock’s meeting with Human Rights e
Ombudsman De Leon. Stroock told De Leon that --

Ortiz planned to visit Guatemala April 5-9 and

would stay at his residence.

April 10,1992 FBIS Report. FBIS relayed a
transcript of Presidential Secretary General
Orellana's statement on Ortiz's return to
Guatemala.,

April 15,1992 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy
reported that Ortiz's visit to Guatemala provided
little, if any, new information to enable the
Guatemalan Government to investigate her case
and bring the perpetrators to justice. The Embassy
indicated that Ortiz's advisor carefully controlled
her time and she was not exposed to any risk of
contradicting herself or providing additional
testimony that might have cast doubt on her
version of events concerning the kidnapping.

April 24,1992 Embassy Telegram. A Guatemalan
official told Deputy Assistant Secretary Joseph
Sullivan that Ortiz's allegations about the rape,
torture, and kidnap were vague. He stated his
belief that the case was being manipulated
politically and would be very difficult to resolve.

April 30,1992 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy
provided a summary of Ortiz's visit to Guatemala
and Carl West's investigation. West, according to
the Embassy, stated that inconsistencies in Ortiz's
statements made it impossible to determine who
may have committed acts against her. Both the
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- May 19, 1992 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy
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Ortiz's version of events,

Special Prosecutor and Judge Secaira doubted \

May 6, 1992 State Telegram. The State
Department authorized a limited waiver of
diplomatic immunity to permit Stroock to provide
answers to questions concerning the Ortiz case at a
Guatemalan court hearing.

May 12, 1992 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy
provided a list of questions from Judge Secaira that
Stroock was to answer at the court hearing on the
Ortiz case.

reported that the Guatemalan Human Rights
Commission report described naming a special
prosecutor in Ortiz case. '

-June 1, 1992 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy

reported Stroock's responses to Judge Secairo's
questions at the Ortiz hearing.

July 6, 1992 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy
reported that Monsignor Flores told Stroock that
he doubted Ortiz's story.

July 7, 1992 Embassy Telegram. Stroock reported
on a meeting with Oritz's attorneys where he
requested they provide a listing of actions they
would like the Guatemalan Government to take in
the case. Stroock stated he would continue to
press for resolution of the case.

July 7, 1992 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy
reported on Stroock's testimony to the Guatemalan
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courton the alleged abduction and torture of

Ortiz.
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+ August 14, 1992 Embassy Telegram. The EmbaSS)\ *
reported that Judge Secaira had been unexpectedly

transferred.

+ September 23, 1992, Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy stated that Stroock requested that
President Serrano respond to a July 31,1992 letter 1
from Attorney Shawn Roberts who was now
representing Ortiz. ™

+ September 28, 1992 Embassy Telegram. The /
Embassy reported that Human Rights
Ombudsman De Leon Carpio told the Deputy i
Chief of Mission that Ortiz's story was very
confused and she was not cooperative in efforts to |

resolve the case. \.\

+ November 18, 1992 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy transmitted its Human Rights Summary /
for September-October 1992. The summary stated
that Judge Secaira resigned from the Ortiz case as a
result of her transfer outside of the capital.

Embassy reported Ortiz's psychological health was
improving and she planned to return to

+ December 10, 1992 Embassy Telegram. The \
Guatemala. j

+ March 9,1993 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy "1_
reported on Ortiz's plan to return to Guatemala to '
complete judicial procedures, and of the Embassy's \
plan to assist in the visit. |

¢ March 31,1993 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy !‘!
reported Ortiz's return to Guatemala on March 21 /
to complete judicial procedures. It also reported /

T that she identified ten policemen who resembled
* her captors.
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April 5,1993 Embassy Telegram, A Guatemalan
Ministry of Foreign Affairs (MFA) note to the
Embassy requests names of U.S. personnel
collaborating with Guatemalan Security Forces in
October and November 1989.

April 28,1993 State Telegram. The State
Department disagreed with the Embassy response
to the MFA inquiry'and stated that it was unclear
what the MFA means by the word “collaborating.”

May 6,1993 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy
proposed a different response to MFA and it was
approved by the State Department.

October 27, 1993 Embassy Telegram. Ambassador
McAfee met with the Guatemalan Foreign Minister
and provided him with a letter from the Senate
Appropriations Committee that requested
information and authorization to access military
installations in connection with the Ortiz case.

October 28, 1993 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy reported McAfee met with Bishop
Gerardi who stated that, because of intransigence
by the armed forces, his office considered closing
the Ortiz case. Gerardi believed Ortiz was being
excessively manipulated by her advisers.

January 21, 1994 Embassy Telegram. McAfee met
with Bamaca's American spouse, Jennifer Harbury,
Ortiz and members of the Blake family.

July 25,1994 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy
reported that former National Police Director
Cifuentes stated he surmised Ortiz was abused by
soldiers. Cifuentes promised to review the 07
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case file and develop a strategy for continuing the
investigation. '

+ November5, 1994 Embassy Telegram. The e
Embassy reported McAfee met with Ortiz and two
other members of “Coalition Missing" to discuss
the Harbury/Bamaca case.

+ November 8, 1994 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy reported Ortiz met with McAfee and
expressed concern that officials in the Guatemalan
Government had a vindictive attitude toward
Harbury.

+ November 18, 1994 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy reported that Assistant Secretary John
Shattuck and McAfee met with Prosecutor Ramses
Cuestas. Cuestas stated the Ortiz case was stalled
due to an inability to identify a suspect in the
abduction. Cuestas said he hoped for a resolution
of the case in four to five months.

+ December 29, 1994 Embassy Telegram. The
Embassy issued its Human Rights Report for 1994.
The report mentions that Ortiz returned to
Guatemala in January and November to press
authorities to take action on her case.

+ April 20,1995 FBIS Cable. An FBIS cable from
Panama City provided a transcript of Gramajo's

interview after the $45.7 million judgment against
him by a U.S. judge.

+ April 27,1995 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy

reported MINUGUA (the UN Human Rights

Verification Commission) Director Leonardo
s Franco stated former Minister Gramajo requested
intercession to obtain a public statement from the
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Embassy that Ortiz was permitted to leave

Guatemala as a result of former Ambassador

Stroock's intervention. -
+ May 6,1994 Embassy Telegram. The Embassy

reported that Gramajo stated he expected to run

for President and expressed concern over the Ortiz

lawsuit.

Personnel Recollections

98. Agency personnel who were knowledgeable of the Ortiz
case recall the inconsistencies and contradlcnons in Ortlz S various
testunomes about the madent S ol )

0

100. According to former Ambassador Stroock, Ortiz suffered | —
some form of trauma. However, her story and the alleged connection
to the Embassy did not withstand scrutiny.
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